| 


DEFENCE 


GFF FRE 


Church of England, 


FROM ETD 


OF 
SCHISM and HERESTIE, 
| As laid againſt it bythe Ky. etl 


Uindicatoz of the Depzived Biſhops. | 


His, ate”, We WG Tron ys | 


| Quodennque in rebus Religionis Reges Iſrael fecerunt, id Ei, 
({c. Regi. Angl.) faciendi jus eſt ac poteſtas. 


— 


. - — py 
£4. 44. td Det T_T oo—_— 


cHARAGaET 


Abiathar ipſum, ſi ita meruit, Pontificatu abdicandi. | 
Andrews Ep. Winton. Tort, | 


|— — 
' 


| 


LON D-0 N: 
Printed, and Sold by Randal Taylor, M DC XCI. | 


od RT ons Er 


- 3 %” A C > 
| % 4 > > * 55 
o of: s +> . Fa + 
#{\ 14 FEE 4 d 
_ > F ? 8 £ ; c ; 
[4 o U 2 > « . F 3  % 
{ 'E , 3 : 
"x . 
{2 
, 
bg 
4 y 4 { : 
F-3 * L 


PREF AC E 


To THE 


READER 


"HAT my Reader may not 
deceive himſelf, in expeting 
to find more in theſc Sheets. 

than is really contain'd in them, I 
have thought good to acquaint him, 
That I do not pretend to anſwer the 
whole of that Book, call'd, The Vin- 

dication of the Deprivel Biſbops, &C, 

but only fo much of it, as every Mem- 
ber of the Church of England is con- 


cern d 


6 
Ld 


o Al Preface 


cern'd in. The greatelt part of it is 
taken up in impurging the Authority 
of a Baroccian MS. lately tranſlated 
by Mr. Hody, and publiſhed in hopes 
that it might have been of ſome ule to 
allay the inordinateHeatsgaiſed in ſorne 
Men, by reafon of the Deprivation of 
the late Archbiſhopof Canterbury, and 
ſome other Biſhops. Now whether 
Mr. Hody did weakly in publiſhingan 
impertinent Book, or dif ingenuouſly 
in omitting any We HP Paſlages of it, 

is a Matter only of private concern. 

The Enquiry is his proper buſinels, 

and 'twould have been but rudenels in 
me, to have offer dat a juſtification of 
him. who is ſo well quality'd to juſtifie 
himſelf But the Book, ſo far as 7 2856 
medled with it, is an Accafition laid 
againſt our hd Communion; and 
from which it becomes every Man to 


defend 


,, == A 73 


to the Reader. 


defend himſelf and his Brethren, fo 
well as he can. :]f T have done it futh- 
ciently, it will fave ſome body elle the 
Pains; i not,l hope lome one, more able, 
will undertals iE- Thus much T am 
lure of, that tho' we have to dowith 
a powerful Adverkary, our Caule is 
"ay fairly defenſible. 
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SCHISM and HE RESIE, TR 
ENDER unto Ceſar the things that are 

| Ceſars, and ,to God the things that are 
Gods, was the Anſwer of our bleſſed Sa- 

viour to the Jews captiouſly asking him, 


whether they ſhould pay Tribute or not ? An An- 
{wer worthy of him that made it, and which he 
undoubtedly deſign'd for a tanding Rule to his Fol- 
lowers even to the end of the World. Accord- 

B ingly 


Pi 
__—_ s_zz_D 
* 


ingly our Church of Exgland hath, ever ſince the 


Reformation, moſt religiouſly obſerved it ; never 
claiming to-her ſelf any Authority, - that is of right 
the civil Magiſtrates ; nor parting with any which 
God hath reſerved, as it were to himſelf, to be ex- 
ecuted by ſpiritual Perſons. And thus to do is in 


truth the Intereſt, as well as Duty, of all Churches. 


whatſoever ;. the Elergy, having no greatg kecu- 
ritp-for the peaceable enjoyment of © thetr own 
Rights,than by ſuffering the civil Magiſtrate quietly 
to enjoy his: For wemay obſerve that whenſoever 
any Man begins to ncronch upon | gk A 1n- 
Juped Paysy; wAPL © mma (hepa 3; yor4$there 
'W CAS The , xls ple 
graſping at other Men's Poſſeſhons, to be depri- 
ved of their own, But, yet. we are tax'd with a 
departure from this Rule, by the Vindicator of the 
deprived Biſhops, who cries out upgn-us, as if, in 
allowing the validity/of their Deprivation, we had 
given away a Power unalienably belonging to the 
Church ; that we have inveſted lay Perſons with 
{ſpiritual Authority, and that we have hereby un- 
dermined our whole Religion, and put it in the 
power of the civil Magiſtrate utterly to ſubvert it, 
whenſoever he pleaſeth ; and laſtly, that in ſodo. 
ing, 'we have incurr'd the guilt of Hereſie. A 
dreauful Charge this is, and-1t concerns/us, as we 
tove our Souls, 1mpartially to examine whether 1t 
be jultly laid againſt us or not. Wherefore that I 
may neither deceive my ſelf, nor others, in a .Mat- 
ter of fo great moment, I have thought fit here 
to. fer down 'our Authors Argument, not omit- 
ting any thing: of force in it, uſing, for = 
32s if mo 
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moſt part; his own words and it" is 6 this 
EffeQ, VIS, of T3851 p' cen fit Hiegt 50 


' .4 That in+ the Age of Sr. Cyprien, the'Chutch g, 16. 
own'd no Power of the ſecular - Mapiſtrate! £0iVindicati- 


deprive Biſhops of -their' purely ſpiritual Power, 
and the Church as a Society diſtinCt from the 


State, ſubliſted on their not owning it, even as Pat *. 


to' a Deprivation of their particular Diſtrias.” 
The Chriſtians then, and inall forfner Perſecu- 
tions, did own themſelves bound to adhere to 
their Biſhops, itho* ſer up and maintain'd againſt 
the Conſent of 'the ſecular Magiſtrate,” arid this 
they ' did - upon ſuch: Principles as ' we” find in 
St. Cyprian, viz, That all the Benefits of the-Goſ 
pel were confined to the viſtble Communion of the 
Church ; 'that this Communion tonld 'not appear 
but- by *vifible Communion ' with the Biſhop, as 
Hezd of that Church and Principle of its Unity : 
W ho' was'every particylat Man's Biſhop, 'was di- 
ſtinguviſbable only by the viſible DiftiiAs in which 
themſelves lived, and to which the Biſhop was 
ſuppoſed to have a Title ' whether: the Magiſtrare 
rue or pat. 930124 he ag Fira -4 
'By rhis ache! ing | 
lar Chrifttan aſſured 'himfelf of? his'R 
Church-Priviledges, and held*Communion ' with 
all other Biſhops, and conſequently 'with* the 
Catholick Church, by reaſon of the matual Ob- 
ligation all Biſhops of the World had, to ratifie the 
AQqs of partjcular Diltnas.-- 7 oo OW oC 
- Thus'it appears that the'obligation'of particifar 
Diſtrifts, without conſent of the Mapiſtrate,' was 
then Catholick DoCQtrin ; and therefore our preſent 
B2 B1- 


to this" Biſkrop,: oy pies: F 
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Biſhops notwithſtanding their ..Lay-deprivation, 
are ſtill Biſhops, even of their particular Diſtrias, 
and the obligations of the Clergy and Laity therein 
fill. as firm as ever. rt Li 
'Thence it follows, ſecondly, That Anti-biſhops 
conſecrated in Diſtricts, no otherwiſe vacated than 
by the Power of the ſecular Magiſtrate, are by the 
Principles, of: the earlieft Catholick Church, na 
Biſhops-at . all, nor ſo much as Members of the 
Church. They are no Biſhops; . becauſe there can 
be but one Biſhop over one Diſtrict ; and therefore 
the Epiſcopal. Authority cannot be derived upon a 
ſecond, till the firſt-have loſt his Title to it ; and 
i the Anti-biſhop be not Biſhop of that DiſtriE&t, 
be £40 be.og APOpArs. 3 PeFanls he can be no 
Biſhop of the Cathglick Churcb,. who is not Biſho 
of a ti boys ide eſt 'nullys.. Tr 
Member ,of the Church, : becauſe he cannot be any 
Member of the:; Church Catholick, . who is not a 
Member of: ſome particular .Church, and. out of 
his own Body an Anti biſhop caſts himfelf by af- 
ſuming to himfelf che Title of Head thereof when 
it had an Head before. Sf 
_» And thirdly, -alt who :profeſs: themſelves one 
with Anti-biſhops, ſo divided from the Church, 
were look'd upon as themſelves divided alſo. This 
involves, not only the SubjeAs of an Anti-biſhop, 
but even the Biſhops that hold any Communion 
with him : And with reſpect to our Caſe, all the 
Biſhops will be involved, which communicate 
either. with . the; principal Schiſmaticks,. or Schiſ- 
matical.Conſecrators, and all Communicants with 
{uch Biſhops. . 


And 


J 


And laſtly all who were (on thoſe Principles) d. 20. 
thought divided from the viſible Communion ot 


the Catholick Church, were alſo thought depri- 
ved of all the inviſible Benefits of Church-Com- 
munion ; thought deprived, i. e. were really depri- 
ved ; for our Author don't ſuppoſe that they, 
which thought ſo, thought amils. 

Bleſs me, what a. Charge 1s here ? It ſweeps 
down an whole Kingdom at a blow ; nay, no Bo- 
dy can tell how far it reacheth. The foreign 
Churches had beſt look to themſelyes, and keep 
off from. having any thing to do with us at their 
Peril. Let them own ever a Biſhop in Exglana, 
befides the deprived Biſhops, and they are undone 
they will be involved too in the ſame Condemna- 
tion. As for us, we are in a miſerable forlora 
State, the Gates of Grace and Mercy are ſhut up- 
on us, our Alars no better than thoſe of Dan and 
Bethel, and 'our Aſſemblies for Worſhip but Schiſ- 
matical, nay Heretical Conventicles : For as our 
Author will have it, we are guilty not only of 
Schiſm, but of Herelie alſo, which he thus would 
prove. 


He faith, That we do not only ſeparate, which 
alone were Schiſm, bur we alſo juſtifie our Separa- 


tion by Principles, which is Herefie. 


For Hereſie doth nor edn imply an Error in 


Fundamentals : For he that: feparates upon a bare 
Opinion, 1s guilty of the greater Sin, and even a 
Truth may make an Herelſie,. it it be no way con- 
ducive to the good of Souls, and yet the Maintain- 
ers will ſeparate from their Opponents. | 


Such Opinions as are not of their own nature 
| He. 


WAR 


» 28s. 
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Heretical, begin to be ſo when they:begin to be 
CharaQeriſtical of diſtin Communions; and that - 
they. do, not only when Men defigned!y ſeparate 
from others, on that very Account, becauſe they 
are not of the ſame Opinions ; but alſo'when they 
venture upon ſuch PraQtices on Account of their 
ſingular Opinions, wherein others cannot commu- 
nicate with them, becauſe they cannot joyn with 
chem inthole their fingular.Opinions. Then plain- 
ly the differing in ſuch Opinions, makes a diffe- 
rence of Cummunion unavoicable. . 
Here 1s an encommon Notion of Herefie adyan- 
ced, but *is: undoubtedly the-true ; andT heartily 
thank our Author for it : Tt will ſtand ys in bet- 
ter (tead than he thought of, But further, he ſaith, 
That we are guilty of Hereſie, even 1n the com- 
mon acceptation, as it ſignifies an Error in Funda- 
mentals; For the. Church's being a Society is a 
fundamental DoCtrin, at leaſt as to us, and to. all 
Benefits we can prerend to, by being Members of 
the Church. Nay, *is a Fundamental of the 
greateſt Conſequence, becauſe the preſervation of 
all other Fundamentals depends thereupon : And 
therefore the Anti-biſhops, and all that own them, 
err fundamentally, becauſe they cannot be defend- 
ed to be valid Biſhops, but by Principles. funda- 
mentally deſtructive of the Church, as a Society 
diſtin&t from the State, in a time of Perſecution : 
Such as is this, that the lay Magiſtrate hath Power 
to deprive Biſhops, .even with regard to. Conſci- 
ence; which cannat be afſerted, without aſſerting 
withal, That the Authority of rhe Church, even 


as to Spirituals, is in Conſcience the right of the 
civil 


- x1: : j 


ervil Magiſtrate : Whence it would follow that no 
Maa could juſtly challenge ſuch Authority againſt 
the will of the Magiſtrate ; and' therefore under 
Perſecution the Church muſt ceaſe to be a Society, 
becauſe it would want Government, without which 
no Society can ſubſilt. 

This 1s in ſhort the whole of our Authors Argu- 
ment, and it muſt be acknowledged that he hath 
throughout it, ſhewn himſelf a Maſter of 
Diſcourſe. Give him but his footing and he would 
ſhake the World ; but it his Unhappineſs that 
fails him: For the Principles whereon he builds 
will not fupport the weight he layeth on them. 


For ' firſt he takes it for granted as an undoubted 


and neceſſary Truth, that the Church is a Society 


always diſtint from the State. Thus it was in 


the time of St. Cyprian, and therefore he concludes 


that it muſt be fo now : This is the very Founda- 


tion and Corner Stone of his whole Diſcourſe ; re- 
move but this, ' and it all droppeth to the Ground. 
And it will not coſt us much pains to do'ir, 'if we 


conlider that the Church and State in St, Cypriar'”s, 
time, were under Circumſtances widely different* 
from what they are now ; *tis nothing bur the” 


want of this Conſideration that hath betray'd ourAuy 


thor (as it hath done many other learned Men) into* 
Error. One cauſe of common received Errors in this' 


Point (viz. the Church's being a Society diſtinct 


from the State) /a#th Hooker, ſeems to be this, that Ecclel, 
they who embrace true Religioa, living in ſuch Com whe 


mon-wealths as are oppoſite therenmto, avd in other 
publick Afﬀairs retaining civit Communion with ſuch ; 
are conſtrain'd far. the Exerciſe of their Religion to 


JAUVE 


have a ſeveral Communion with thoſe who are of the 


ſame Religion with them. This was the ſlate of the 


Jewiſh Church both in Egypt and Babylon, the ſlate 
of Chriſtian Churches a long time after Chriſt. And 
in this Caſe, becauſe the proper Afﬀairs and Adtions of 
the Church, as it is the Church, hath no dependance 
on the Laws or upon the Government of the civil ſtate ; 
an Opinion hath thereby grown, that ſo it ſhould be al- 
ways : This was it which deceived Alleyn i the Wri- 
ting of his Apology; and the very fame thing we 
{ze hath deceived our Author in the Writing of his 
Vindication. | 
' But now to ſet things in as clear a Light as poſ- 
ble, and that there may be no diſputing about - 
words, I ſhall lay down all that we hold cancern- 
ing this Matter in theſe Propoſitions following. 

1. We hold that the Church isa Society inſtity-. 
ted by Chriſt himſelf, and that it hath Power in it 
{elf to ſublift as ſuch, having Governors and Laws 
of its own independent of any other Society 
whatſoever. 

2 We hold that in all places where the civil 
State conſiſts of Infidels, the Church and State are 
two diſtinct Societies. But 

3. Where the civil State conſiſts of Chriſtians, 
there the Church and State are but one and the 
{ame Society. 

In the former two we are all agreed ; and why 
there ſhould remain any Diſpute about the third, 
I cannot imagine, for nothing in the World can - 
be more manifzſt. How ſhould the Church and 
State make two diſtin& Societies, where both 
Church and State conſiſt of the very ſame Perſons ? 

Two 


oe mY ws Tv %Y WW 


b4 


Two: diftin& Societies are two diſtin Bodies of 
Men ; and therefore where one and the ſame Body 
is both Church and State, the Church and State 
muſt be but one and the ſame Society : *Tis true 
indeed, to be a State is one thing, and to be a 
Church 1s another ; bur yet both the one thing and 


the other are Accidents, and ſuch as may well con- 
fiſt in the ſame Subjef&t. For is not the ſame Man 
:2 Member of both ? Do not many the very ſame 


Perſons bear Authority in both ? Nay is not the 
King ſupreme Head and Governor in both ? It 
this Evidence will not convince Men, I know 
not what will. 

4. We hold that a Chriſtian King is ſupreme 
Governor of the Church, within his Dominions ; 
but an Infidel is not ; becauſe he hath no relation 
co it, and is uncapable of any ſuch Power, being 
an Enemy to Chriſt and Chriſtianity. 

Theſe are our Principles, and theſe will juſtifie 
all our Proceedings 1n this Matter, and the Church 
remain ſafe and found all the while, as upon a due 
Examination of the Caſe I hope to make appear. 

For what Reaſons and by what Authority the 
late Arch-biſhop of Canterbury, with ſome other 
Biſhops, were deprived, is ſo notorious, thar it 
would be bur an impertinent undertaking here to 
give an Account of it. That the Government 
ſhould ſuffer them quietly to enjoy Places of ſo 
great Power and Truſt, when they retuſed to give 
S-curity for their Fidelity to 1t, could not be rea- 
ſonably expected ; nor is it indeed queſtion'd 
whether the Government had reaſon to deprive 
them ; but whether it took due Methods in doing 

C It. 
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it. Our Author faith, That no Authority, on 
Earth, can deprive a Biſhop, but that of a Coun- 
cil er Synod : As for their T:mporalities, the 
King and Parliament might indeed take away 
them; but what had they, being but Lay Perſons,to 
do with their pure/y ſpiritual Power ? In Anſwer 
to this, wn mult be confider'd, what he under- 
ftands by the purely {piriturl Power of Biſhops. For 
the words are ambiguous, and may admit of either 
of theſe Senſes : Firſt we may underſtand by 
them that Charaffer, which they receive by the 
Impolition of Hands, at the time of their Conſe- 
cration, v7Z, the Power of Ordination, of infli- 
Eting Church Cenfures, &c. Or ſecondly, we may 
underſtand their Relation to ſuch or fuch particular 
Diftricts, over which they are placed for the Ex- 
crcife of that Power which they received at their 
Conſecration. Now in the firſt Senſe of the words, 
the King and Parliament never offer'd to touch the 
ſpiritual Power of the Biſhops. The Epiſcopal 
Character is as firm in them now as ever it was ; 
and if ever they ſhould be call'd again to the Ex- 
erciſe of it, they would not ſtand in need of a new 
Confecration. I know indeed that our Author po- 


ſitively affirms, That there can be no Biſhop, but 


of a particular Diſtrift ; that a Biſhop ar large is 
no Biſhop : But why there may not be Biſhops at 
large, as well as Presbyters and Deacons at large, 
for my part I cannot conceive, nor doth he offer 
the leaſt Proof of his Aſﬀertion, The reaſon for 
which ke would have the Epiſcopal Character and 
the Relation to a particular Diſtrict fo inſeparable, 
is plain enough, viz, That we might not ans 

the 
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the Government any Power to deprive Biſhops of 


the one, becauſe we know it cannot deprive thern 
of the other. © But altho' he be confefledly a very 
great Man, an Tp/ſe dixi will nor ſerve his turn; he 
muſt prove his Aſertions as well as others. 

Well! but do we allow an Authority in the 
State, to deprive Biſhops even of their Relation to 
their particular Diſt-its ? This is the thing to be 
enquired inro. Our Author chargeth it with ter- 
rible Inconveniences, and indeed if we cannot get 
it rid of them, it muſt by no means be allowed. 

He ſaith, To allow any ſuch Authority, is to 
allow of ſuch Principles as are fundamentally de- 
ftruftive of the Church, as a Society diſtinct trom 
the State, in a time of Perſecution; becauſe it ſup- 
poſeth the Authority of the Church even as to 
Spirituals, to be in Conſcience the Right of the 
civil Magiſtrate 3 whence it would follow, that no 
Man could juſtly challenge ſuch Authority againſt 
the will of the Magiſtrate, and therefore under 
Perſecution, the Church muſt ceaſe to be a Society, 
becauſe ir woulJ want Government ; without 
which no Society can ſubliſt, 

To this we Anſwer, That the civil Magiſtrate 
may be very well allow'd ro have this Power of 
Deprivation, without allowing withal, the Autho- 
rity of the Church to be of right his. For theChurch 
may have an Authority to govern it ſelf ind: pen- 
dent of the civil M2i'trate; and yer he may have 
Power over the Perſons that bear Rule in it, even 
ſo far as, upon ju? -nd reaſonable Cauſes, to dif 
place them, and to ſee thar others ſipply their 
room. 1 Kings 2, 27, Solomon thruſt out Abiathar 

C 2 from 


from being Prieſt unto the Lord ; but doth it thence 
tollow that the Power of ſacrificing and perform- 
ing the Prieſtly Office was of right Solomon's? And 
why may not a Chriſtian King as well thruſt out a 
Perſon, as diſaffected to him, as Abiathar was to 
Solomon, from being Biſhop, tho? the Epiſcopal 
Authority be none of his own ? The People of 
the Jews had as much reaſon to cry out (and it 1s 
no queſtion but that Adonijah's Party did ſo) upon 
this Action of Solomor's as utterly deſtructive of 
their whole Religion. Could not they have ſaid, 
that if we allow Solomon this Power of depriving 
an High Prieſt, an Idolatrous Prince may chule 
whether we ſhall have ever an one at all, and fo 
deſtroy our wholeReligion whenſoever he pleaſeth ? 

Believe me, this ſounds much like our Author's 
Vindication, andIam apt to think he would have 
made as good a Patron of Abiathar's Cauſe, as he 
hath of the deprived Biſhops. Zadok would with 
him, have been but an Aanti-prieſt, and the Ark he 
bare but like Jeroboaw”s Calves. 

But now methinks this Paſſage betwixt Solomon 
and Abiathar, ſhould be a fitter Precedent for us 
to walk by, than any can be drawn from the Beha- 
viour of the Primitive Chriſtians, during the Reigns 
of Heathen Emperors; for they never had any 
Caſe like ours before them, and *rwas impoſſible 
they ſhould : Whereas the Paſſage I have cited, 
tives us a Caſe as exattly like ours, as any Hiſtory 
in the World could attord. Are our Biſhops Eccleſt- 
aſticks? So was Abiathar. Is our King a Lay Man ? 
So was Solomon, The Church and State were then 
diſtinguiſh'd from one another, juſt in the ſame 


man- 
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manner they are now. But with the Primitive 
Chriſtians the Church was one Body, the State 
was another ; the Church Chriſtian, the Empe- 
ror Heathen ; their Prince the profeſſed Enemy of 
Chriſtianity, ours the Defender of the Faith ; 
theirs had nothing to do in the Church, ours 1s 
ſupreme Head and Governour of it. If their 
Prince ofter*d to deprive Biſhops, which they often 
did, not only of their Authority but their Life too, 
it was for no Crime, but out of meer Enmity to 
the Order it ſelf, and deſign to ruin the Church. 
W hereas our Prince is unwillingly brought to pro- 
ceed againſt our Biſhops ; he is forced to it by ne- 
cellary Reaſons of State ; and as for the Order it 
ſelf, he hath ſhewn himſelf very tender of it, in 
ſupplying it with Perſons, whoſe Merits the whole 
World acknowledgeth. So that the Primitive. 
Chriſtians were obliged, as they had any regard 
to Epiſcopacy it ſelf, to adhere to their Biſhops, 
whom nothing but their Epiſcopacy render'd ob- 
noxious to the perſecuting. State ; whereas we 
have not the ſame Obligationto ours, who are de- 
prived for their diſaftection to that Government, 
which would otherwiſe uphold both them and 
their Order. | 

2. Thoſe who deny this Power of Deprivation 
to the civil Magiſtrate, allow him another, which 
they themſelves-muſt acknowledge, altogether as 
deſtrutive of the Church as this ; and that in two 
Inſtances: The firſt is, The Power of keeping 
Epiſcopal Sces vacant. The ſecond 1s, The de- 
priving of the 1inferiour. Clergy of their Cures. 


Both which have been put in praftice among ns, 
| with= 


WES, 


"without any contradiCtion ; particularly the former 


in a moſt noto:ious manner, during the late un- 
happy Reign. Now it is a very {trange thing, that 
the fame Magiſtrate ſhould not be allow'd, for 
good Reaſons, to remove a Biſhop from his See, 
and place another therein, who is allow'd, for no 
Reaſon, to keep a See vacant as long as he ſees 
good. TI appeal to the Conſcience of our Vindi- 
cator himſelt, whether he thinks moſt deſtructive 
ro the Church, Can a Church ſubſiſt without a 
Biſhop ? I am ſure he will anſwer in the negative ; 
For it-can't fubfift without an Head and Principle 
of Unity ; both which, he faith, is the Biſhop. 


* The very Conge delire, upon a Vacancy, ſuppo- 


feth the dependance every Church, among us, 
hath upon the King, as to the choice of its Biſhop ; 
and how it comes to paſs thathe hath not all this 
while rax'd the allowance of it, as an Error funda- 
mentally deſtructive of the Church, as a Society 
diſtin from the State in a time of Perſecution ? 
For *ris as much ſo as the preſent Deprivation. 
Fhe Turk takes a more likely Courſe to extirpate 
the Chriſtian Religion, 1n not ſuffering Churches 
when fallen, to be rebuilt, than that Prince would 
do, who ſhould pull down old Churches to ere 
new ones 1n their ſtead. 

Again, The Power of depriving Presbyters of 
their Cures, nothing is More common than for an 
ACt of Parliament to do that; and why hath not 
this been ſpoken againſt ? Is not their Power over 
their Pariſhes as well Spiritual, as that of the Bt- 
ſhop over his Dicceſs ? Doth not therelore a State- 
deprivation of theſe confound that di{tinCtion be- 

twixt 


twixt Church and State, as much as a State depri- 
vation of the' other ? And will it not expoſe the 
Church to as certain Ruin in the rime of Perſecu- 
tion ? For the Church can no more ſubſiſt without 
Presbyters, than it can without a Biſhop. All thar 
I can foreſee likely to be reply*d to this, is, That 
the Biſhop alone is the proper Paſtor of all the Souls 
within his Diſtrict, and that the Parochial Clergy 
are but his Curates : Be it fo; yet fora!much as 
the Biſhop cannot perſonally ſupply all che ſpiritu- 
al Neceſſities of his Charge, loot the affrtance 
of fuch Curates, a Power to deprive him of theſe 
his Curates, is ineffe&, to diſable him for the'per- 
formance of his Duty ; and whether that would 
nor- be as pernicious to the Church, as any thing 
which could be drawn from our allowinp the vali- 
dity of the preſent Deprivation, ler our Vindica-- 
tor judge. In ſhort therefore, to put the Matter 
upon ſome iſfue, I would deniand of him, whether 
the Kings of Eng/44d have done well or ill in aflum, 
ing ſuch Power, in the two Inſtances T have 
here mentioned, or the Church in allowing it 
them? If ill? 'why did he not 'endeayour to cor- 
re& the Abuſe before now? ' Did he nor ſee the 
danger of it till now ? Or was there never a Prince 
in Ezgland likely to abuſe fuch a Power till now 7 
This he will not, this he cannot ſay. If he fay 
that both King and Church did well ; ' let him 
prove #, and with his Argument Fil juftifie the 
prefemt Deprevatroy: | 

Naw from hence we may obſerve thus much, 
that for what iſ! Conſequences may arife from our 
lowing the civil-Magiltrate all that Power which 


the 
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the preſent Deprivation neceſſarily 1mplies,, our 
Vindicator is as much obliged to anſwer for-them 
as we ; ſince he hath hitherto allow'd the ſame 
Power, if not a greater : Not that I think any ſuch 
111 Conſequences can ariſe from it, as he imagines; 
for the Principles TI have above laid down, will 
ſofficievtly juſtifie the preſent Deprivation, and 
yet ſecure the Church from the Invalions of a per- 
ſecuting Prince. For what tho? we; allow the 
Church and State to be but one Socicty in a Chrt- 
ſtian Kingdom, it don't follow that we muſt allow 
the ſame where the State is Heathen : What tho' 
we allow our civil Governours, being Chriſtians, 
upon juſt and weighty Cauſes to deprive Biſhops 
of their.Sees ? Mult we therefore allow an.Heathen 
Magiſtrate ;Power. to. deſtroy. the Church ? The 
King's Supremacy over all Perſons, and in all 
Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical, is confirm'd by our Canons, 
acknowledged by our Subſcriptions, and declared 
every day in our Pulpits; but this all the while 
ſuppoſes him a Chriſtian, and no Perſecutor of the 
Church. If he once turn Infidel, he falls from 
his Supremacy in Church Afﬀairs ; he ceafeth to 
be Head of the Church, when he ceaſeth to be a 
Chriſtian : For Headſhip ſuppoſerh: Union with 
the Body ; and therefore what deſtroys the Union 
(as Infidelity doth) deſtroys the Headſhip. An 
evident Demonſtration that that Authority in the 
Church may juſtly be allow'd to a Chriſtian Prince, 
which muſt not, cannot be allow'd. an Heathen ; 
and if ſo, what becomes of all thoſe dreadful Con- 
ſequences which our Vindicator {uppoſeth to fol- 
low from our allowing the validicy of the late 

De- 
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.Depriyation? They are all vaoiſh'd, and together 
ih thegi the whole trength of his Argument: 
Fe that, "orwirhſfakidlag all he hath faid to the 
I we may. by very fafe and innocent Ptin- 
ciples, defend thoſe, to be;rruly Carholick, whom 
he calls Schiſmatical and Antti biſhops ; the other 
Biſhqps . .may ſafely communicate with them as 
their Breihreo, and we with, our Biſhops, as our 

'Fathers in the Lord. 
And now let us ſee againſt whom the Charge of 


Schiſm and Herelie i5 nioſt juſtfy to be laid, whe- 
ther againſt the Body of the Nation, ' communica- 
ring with the preſent Arch-biſhop and the reſt of 


the Biſhops, or againſt our Vindicator and his Par- 


Why which ſeparate from them, and we ſhall de- 
1 


e_ no ther” J bdge- than the Vindicator himſelf ; 
who, '[ hope, will 'not'complain' of unjuſt Ufage, 
if he ſhould upon the Iflue prove Self. condemned; 

He -Gth, That  Herefie doth not. neceſſarily imply 


bn Exror in Fundamentals ; for he that ſeparates np- 
'0n 4baie Opinion is guilty of the greater Sin. Now 
; [4 the late Deprivation was invalid is but a' bare 


Opinin, gay T aved.it 4 Miſtake 3 3 how thich 
wil be 0 Re oj hit," dear HipileFF"sf 
belt Þ EF Lot Wharo our * ed wilt reply, 


That, we, "not they, art, the Se gargtiffs ; ' that rhey are 
| exattly where they were, Fol by ſame" Dottrins 14 
[ 


* they did ever, nay 4s we our 


elves did formerly ; 


that they do not divide, but are divided from. If 
Paradoxes would ſerve fqr Anſwers, I muſt confeſs 
theſe were ſufficient.” 'Are we' Separatiſts ? From 
whom? * 'Do_we divide? From- what *Church ? 
Have we not the fame Sacraments, the ſame -W or- 
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ſhip, and the fade Faith as formerly ? Riphe 3. bur 
we have not. the fare Biſhops : , Whoſe favlt is 
thac ? I5 it not theirs who refuſe*t6 acknowledge 
thoſe Powers whom God hath ſer over thetn ? 
This did not the People of 'God, under the Law, 
who pray*d for a Nebuchodonoſor that he mifht live, 
and they do him ſervice, Barach x. This did not 
the Primitive Cheiſtians, who had Supplications, 
Interceſſions and giving of Thanks, . for Heathen 
Emperors, 1 Tim. 2, Laſtly, this did' net our 
Saviour himſelf, who both pi Tribute,” and ſub- 
mitted even his Life to the Roman Power, kavitg 
an eternal Example, faith our Church c Homily 
againſt wilful Rebellion, 2d pait) and ſuth 2s may 
ferve for all, te teach us t0 obey. Princes, though 
Strangers, wicked and wrongful, when G va, for our 
Sins, ſball plate ſuch over #. Ta the Natiie of 
God, how much worſe thag' a Stranger,” wicked 
and wrongful Prince, do they take his preſent Ma- 
jeſty to be, that rather than he ſhould be bbey'd, 
the Church muſt be torn in pieces,, the Nition 
embroyl'd, and both_expos'd to ceftain ruin ? Is 


:this to pu in the. Chufch' of England ? $ 


this to hold her, Do@rins ? I wonder how any Man 
can ſay ſo,, thas ovhE read the firſt and ſecotid Hd- 
milies againſt Rebellion, We have in-this.Vindi- 
cator a very.remarkable Inſtance of human Frailty, 
how far Prejudice and Paſſion will pfevail over 
the greatelt Knowledg and the cleareſt Undeiſtind- 


ing. 5 Nor 1s. this the. only DoQria eur Vindicitor 


hath.Jeft che. Chureh 410: ; but in anpther, than 


_ which, ſhe. hath maintain'd nofe more zealoully 


linre the Reformation; and that is the Kirigs Su- 
premacy 
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premnacy over all Perſbas agd in aH Cauſes Ecglefi- 
o&ical ; which as 16 hatb-deny'd in this partiqular 
Iaftance-: of: the. Deprivation,.' fo hath he endea- 
vour'd-utterly to ſubvert, by aſſerting, ' the Church 
and. State to be two! Societies ſo diftinft, as that 
the Kiog can beer no part is the Church Govern: 
went, I ts the very Argument that both Papiſts 
and Puritans make uſe of; the one to eftabliſh the 
Jupremaey..of the Pope, tbe other that of the 
Kirk ; and if it will ſerve bis ture, it will ferve 
theirs ; which I dare fay | is mere than he deſires. 
Surely he was put to bard ſhifts for an Argument 
againſt us, when be borrow'd one from either of 
thoſe Parties, in the Intereſts whereof he would 
be aſhamed to appear. . Now to .conclude this 
Point ;. fince our. Vandicator ſeparates from the 
Communion of our Church, and juſtifieth this 
Separation by Pringiples, and thoſe jab ones toe, 
he is an-Heretick, according tordhis own Defination 
of Hereſfie, $ 23, 24. $0 that he & under a ne* 
ceffity' ether of recanting his Defigition, or forſa- 
king the Separatzan:: The one is ſotrue, he cannor 
recant. it ; the other 10 unjufttbable, 1 pray God 

he forſake it. F 
Again ;. as Hereſy ſignifies:an Error an Funda- 
mentals, Iknow not how our Vindicator will clear 
himſelf of it, even an this Senſe.. For if, as:he 
himſelf ſaith, To hold Dottrins deftructive-of the 
Church, as a Society, be toerr fundamentally, he is 
guilty of an Error in Fundamentals; as will thus 
appear. The very Eſſence of every Society con- 
ſits in the Union and Communion of its Members, 
and therefore whatidever Dottrins naturally tend 
| D 2 to 
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to ſeparation, naturally:tend'to-.the deftruQtion of 
the Church;' as a Sociery;.-'! Now our :'Vindicator 
hath in this very Diicourſe laid down: fuch' Prin 
ciples'as will juſtify the moſt unreaſonable 'Separa- 
tions in the World. He hath'theſe Words; *© Such 
Opinions as are not of their own nature heretical; be- 
gin to be ſo when they begin to be charadteriſtical of 
diſtintt Communions : And that they do, not only when 
Men deſignedly ſeparate from others on that- very ac- 
count, 'becaufee they are not of. the ſame Opinions; but 
alſo when they ventare upon ſuch Prattices on account 
of: their ſingular Opinions, © wherein © others cannot 
communicate with them, becauſe they cannot joyn with 
them in theſe their" ſingular Opinions, T hen plainly 
the differing in ſuch Opinions makes a difference of 
Communion anavoidable. What the particular Opi- 
nions and Praftices were -which he had an Eye to 
when he wrote this, may very eafily. be imagined ; 
but fiance he hath not thought fit to mention them, 
F will not. We may be ſure. he deſigned this Para- 
graph for the uſe of his own Party, but 1t will ſerve 
all the Separatiſts in the World as well as them ; 
and indeed I deſpair of ever convincing any Separa- 
tiſt that his Separation is ſinful, if what is here 
laid down be true: And I would fain ſee how 
our Vindicator himſelf could deal with one. Sup: 
poſe- we then him undertaking one that: declines 
Communion with us, becauſe of our Ceremonies, 
as in this manner, 

Vindicator. TI wonder, Sir, that after ſo many 
Obligations that Chriſt hath laid upon us all io 
Love and Unity, you canſtill continue in your Se- 
paration from our Church. | 


Sepa- 


(i283) 
_ Separaifb. And is it notas great a Wonder, on 
the ocher Hand, that you+ will» have'no regard: to 
tender Conſciences, -but:Rtill continue the: Cauſes, 
for which. we cando no'leſs than ſeparate ? 
Viniicat. Why, what.Cauſes do you mean? 
Separar. I mean your uſe of Ceremonies, ' as 
the Croſs in Baptiſm, Kneeling at the Lord's 
Table, the Surplice, &c. CEL 
Vindicat. And is there any Harm inall theſe? 
Separat. You think there is none, -but' we:thiok 
there 1s. | 4 7, 1 4816. 
Vindicat. 1, but:you are under a Miſtake, and 
Ido-not doubt but to.make you. ſenſible of: it, af 
you will but conſider that | 
Separat. Conſider ! I have conſidered enough 
he A: and yet cannot alter my Judgment :of 
TEM. | ' FCERCA: 
Vindicat. Well!- That:theſe Ceremonies are:un+ 
lawful, is after all but:your bare Opinion ; but that 
Obedjence to Superiors, and Communion. with 
your Brethren are neceſſary Duties, - this: you 
know for certain; now it is but reaſonable, - That 
certain Knowledg ſhould weigh more with yau'than 
bare Opinion : So that notwithſtanding .your Opi- 
nion you ought to joyn with us. 
Separat. Hold you chere.Sir, don*c you your felt 
ſay, - That when Men. venture upon ſuch Prattices, 
01 accaunt of  thetr ſingular Opinions, wherezn others 
cannot communicate with them, becauſe they cannot 
Joyn with them in ihoſe their ſingular Opinions, ther 
plainly the differing tw ſuch Opinions makes a Differ-- 
ence of Communion unavoidable? Come vir, to be 


ſhort with you, your felves are wholly the " 
| | OT - 
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of this Breach; Here you dotuers of Unity you would 
awf do that owhishs; '\enem im: the Opinians of your Bre- 
thres, might ocuufion 4\:Breach of Unity, were: there 
otherwiſe: no: great neceiſty:\ far: doong it : ' And in this 
Cafe:l-am durethere js 'nane. VV 

New wihae the V widicator would repiy I cannot 
conceive; for my part I ſhould be terribly confound- 
ed, were 1 1n his Caſe. ..The only Remedy left 
him, . thatTknow of; is even to cat his own.Worsds, 
ro damn hisown Poſttnons as Heretical, being fun- 
damentally deſtructive of the Church, and it: he 
doth thae,. he will be very auch to ſeek: how. to 
defend: bis own Separation. ': And now: I appeal 
to the Conſcience of evr Vindicator himſelf, whe- 
ther he can:think that Separation juſtifiable, which 
wil admit: of 'no ocher Defence than what iscom- 
mon to thoſe which he himſelf hath ſo ofteg con- 
demn?d ?:In Dofputes of [this nature; the ſuffering 
Party:is apt to look upon their! Adverfaries as Men 
carryed away by. worklly. Intereſts, and to think 
themſelves in the righr, becauſe they get nothing 
but trouble by their Opinions. But it 15 tobe con» 
fider*'d, that Prejudice and Paſſion will blind the 
Judgment, as well as Self-love:and carnal Intereſts ; 
Error hath an Army of Martyrs, as big, perhaps, 
tho' notinear ſo noble, :a545 that of: Truth :' I would 
therefore have, our V indicator tothink that he may 
be miſtaken 1n this-preſent Controverſie, tho* I 
will-not fay through weakneſs of Judgment, yet I 
dare ſay through the prevalency of Inclination. 
For I am vertly perſuaded, that to judge .imparti- 
ally in this Matter, there is as much neceſſity of 
Seif-denyal on his ſide, as there1s on ours. 


I ſhall add but a word or two more, and that 
ſhall 
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. ſhall be tothe deprived Biſhops ; that they would 
ſcrioufly lay to Heart how-diſmal the Conſequences 
of ths Separation 'mMiy be, und yer how eaſip/it is 
for them to put an endo it. / There is no remedy 
for it, but that one ſide or the other recede. As 
for the Biſhops in Poſſeſſion of their Sees, for 


thieifi | t0-recede you hgnific mpching,, U ao 
Gdyernfneft wou}dcoacur with them. © An | 

carſhoutd o expeRed, I tain conelv : Ther 
hone likglikood «© chat..the Attempt \would.be at... 
occaſion pf bppreſſing the Order it folf. But as 

for the deprived Bifkops, it is bit there reſiaratiorn 

of ati eftipry Title, andallis well. ' And one would 
think that *twould be no hard Matter to: perſuade 
thein' tb do Io ſrrialf a'-thing 'for Ab Gehct dF ithat 
Church, the preſervation whereof was, not; long 
ſince, more dear to themthan their Lives. ' Whit 
is allghejr AﬀeCtion loſt, ſo ſoon? Have they no 
mots iBdwels of | Neicyi trmd Gorpallloa fot this 
miſerable and wounded Church ? The true Mother 
could give upall Pretenſions to her own Childwer 
ſhe ſaw, that through her obſtinate contending for 
it, it was like to be cut in two; and if rather than: 
quit their Claim, they will chuſe to ſee the Church 
torn in pieces; the World. ,will-be apt to think, 
that ſince they have loſtxthe AﬀeQtipn, it is but 
juſt they loſe, withal, the Authority.ot, Fathers. Did 
the Salvation but of one Soul" &epend upon their 
maintaining their Title to their Sees, God forbid that 
any Man ſhould urge them to a Reſignation : But 
ſince their contending,is like to be the ruin of Multi- 
tudes, there is nothing that Chriſtian Charity 
obligeth them to ſo much, as to deſiſt. 
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